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The Liouvillian skin effect describes the boundary affinity of Liouvillian eignemodes that origi-
nates from the intrinsic non-Hermiticity of the Liouvillian superoperators. Dynamically, it manifests
as directional flow in the transient dynamics, and the accumulation of population near open bound-
aries at long times. Intriguingly, similar dynamic phenomena exist in the well-known process of
optical pumping, where the system is driven into a desired state (or a dark-state subspace) through
the interplay of dissipation and optical drive. In this work, we show that typical optical pump-
ing processes can indeed be understood in terms of the Liouvillian skin effect. By studying the
Liouvillian spectra under different boundary conditions, we reveal that the Liouvillian spectra of
the driven-dissipative pumping process sensitively depend on the boundary conditions in the state
space, a signature that lies at the origin of the Liouvillian skin effect. Such a connection provides
insights and practical means for designing efficient optical-pumping schemes through engineering
Liouvillian gaps under the open-boundary condition. Based on these understandings, we show that
the efficiency of a typical side-band cooling scheme for trapped ions can be dramatically enhanced
by introducing counterintuitive dissipative channels. Our results provide a useful perspective for
optical pumping, with interesting implications for state preparation and cooling.

I. INTRODUCTION

Optical pumping is a fundamentally important tech-
nique in the study of atomic, molecular, and optical
physics [1–14]. Originally developed to achieve popula-
tion inversion necessary for lasing [2, 3], it has become
the standard practice to cyclically pump atoms to a given
quantum state [1–3, 15, 16], often with a well-defined
magnetic quantum number. More generally, through the
ingenious design of optical drive and dissipation, a quan-
tum open system can be driven into a desired steady
state (or a desired dark-state subspace) at long times [17–
23]. Such general optical pumping processes are widely
used for state preparation and cooling [21, 24–28], and
offer promising paradigms for quantum simulation with
atoms [17–20]. Phenomenologically, a typical optical
pumping process manifests two salient features, the direc-
tional flow of population in the state space, and the long-
time population accumulation in the final steady state,
which, given its dark-state nature, can be considered as a
boundary in the state space. Intriguingly, these features
also manifest in systems with the non-Hermitian skin ef-
fect, a phenomenon that has attracted extensive interest
in recent years [29–55].

The non-Hermitian skin effect describes the accumu-
lation of eigenstates near the boundaries of certain non-
Hermitian systems [29–42]. It derives from the insta-
bility of the eigenvalue problems of non-Hermitian ma-
trices to boundary perturbations, and has profound im-
pact on the band and spectral topologies [39, 40, 42],
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as well as the bulk dynamics [36, 37, 43–47]. Experi-
mentally, the non-Hermitian skin effect and its various
manifestations have been observed in classical systems
with gain and/or loss [48–52], and in the conditional dy-
namics of quantum open systems subject to post selec-
tion [53–55]. But the non-Hermitian skin effect also arises
in the full-fledged quantum dynamics governed by the
Lindblad master equation, wherein the Liouvillian super-
operator can be mapped to a non-Hermitian matrix in an
enlarged Hilbert space. Alternatively, under the master
equation, the single-particle correlation evolves according
to a non-Hermitian damping matrix [46, 56]. The corre-
sponding non-Hermitian skin effect in quantum open sys-
tems, dubbed the Liouvillian skin effect [57], hosts chiral
damping and directional bulk flow in the transient dy-
namics, as well as various boundary-sensitive long-time
behaviors, such as the time scale at which the steady
state is approached, and the boundary affinity of steady-
state population [23, 57–61]. While the Liouvillian skin
effect has yet to be explicitly demonstrated in experi-
ments, the resemblance of its dynamic consequences with
those of optical pumping strongly suggests an intimate,
if not direct, connection between them.

In this work, we show that typical optical pumping
processes can indeed be understood in terms of the Liou-
villian skin effect of the underlying quantum master equa-
tion. As illustrated in Fig. 1(a), we focus on a generic
optical pumping setup, where a series of otherwise in-
dependent quantum-state sectors (labeled by l) are con-
nected by directional dissipation. The quantum states
within each sector are coupled by coherent optical fields,
and may subject to additional incoherent dissipative pro-
cesses in between. A discrete translational symmetry in l
is possible, but not necessary. Typical examples of such a
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general setup include the simplest optical pumping pro-
cess in a three-level system, and the side-band cooling in
trapped ions. In these examples, an open boundary con-
dition (OBC) is naturally present, with the final state of
the pumping process forming an open boundary. How-
ever, for the sake of discussion, a formal periodic bound-
ary condition (PBC) can also be enforced by connect-
ing the left-most and right-most sectors [as illustrated in
Fig. 1(a)]. We take a typical side-band cooling configu-
ration as an example, and study the Liouvillian spectra
of the system. We find that the eigenspectra sensitively
depend on the boundary conditions, a signature that lies
at the origin of the Liouvillian (or non-Hermitian) skin
effect. The existence of the Liouvillian skin effect is fur-
ther confirmed by the directional bulk flow and the ac-
cumulation of the steady-state population at the open
boundary, both of which are also natural consequences
of the side-band cooling (or optical pumping) setup.

Such a connection provides insights on the further de-
sign of efficient optical pumping schemes. Specifically,
since the time for the system to reach the steady state is
determined by the Liouvillian gap, the efficiency of the
optical pumping process can be enhanced by engineering
larger Liouvillian gaps. Through analytic and numerical
analyses, we identify the condition to maximize the Liou-
villian gap of our system, which is surprisingly achieved
by introducing dissipative processes that are opposite in
direction to the bulk flow.

Our work is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we intro-
duce the model that we consider, demonstrate the dy-
namic signatures of the Liouvillian skin effect, and dis-
cuss its connection with optical pumping. In Sec. III, we
discuss the origin of the Liouvillian skin effect through
analytic and numerical characterization of the Liouvil-
lian spectrum. In Sec. IV, we show how the efficiency
of the optical pumping process can be enhanced by opti-
mizing the Liouvillian gap. We summarize in Sec. V.

II. LIOUVILLIAN SKIN EFFECT IN OPTICAL
PUMPING

As illustrated in Fig. 1(b), we consider a concrete ex-
ample of the general optical pumping process, where ex-
ternal light fields couple transitions from the ground to
the excited states, and, aided by dissipative processes,
eventually pump the system to a given steady state.
Specifically, a set of ground states with energy intervals
{ωl}(l = 1, 2...) are labeled as {|g, l⟩ = |n = 2l−1⟩}, and
the corresponding excited states are labeled as {|e, l⟩ =
|n = 2l⟩}. The Rabi frequencies of the coherent optical
couplings are {Ωl}, and γ0 and γ1 are the decay rates
from an excited state to different states in the ground-
state manifold. Physically, l can label magnetic quan-
tum numbers in the ground- and excited-state hyperfine
manifolds [15], in which case the scheme in Fig. 1(b) cor-
responds to a typical optical pumping for state prepa-
ration. Alternatively, l can label phonon side bands in
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FIG. 1. (a) Schematic illustration of a general optical pump-
ing process, where a series of subsystems are connected by
directional dissipation ending in a steady state. Both coher-
ent and incoherent couplings exist between quantum states
within each subsystem. (b) A typical example of the general
scheme in (a), where |g⟩ and |e⟩ are the electronic ground
and excited states, and |l⟩ are the states in the ground- and
excited-state manifolds, with energy offsets ωl between adja-
cent states in the same manifold. The purple and red dashed
arrows indicate the spontaneous decay from the excited state
|e, l⟩ to the ground states |g, l+1⟩ and |g, l⟩, respectively. The
solid arrows with different colors indicate the resonant opti-
cal couplings between states in the ground-state manifold and
the excited states. The effective Rabi coupling rates Ωl and
the decay rates γ0,1 are also illustrated.

trapped ions, in which case Fig. 1(b) depicts side-band
cooling [21, 24–28]. Regardless of the physical correspon-
dence, the time evolution of the density matrix under the
couplings of Fig. 1(b) is determined by the Lindblad mas-
ter equation (we take ℏ = 1) [62, 63]

dρ

dt
= −i[H, ρ] +

∑
l,p

(2Ll,pρL
†
l,p − {L†

l,p, Ll,p}ρ) ≡ L(ρ).

(1)

Here the coherent Hamiltonian reads

H =
∑
l

[
(

l∑
j=1

ωj)(|g, l + 1⟩⟨g, l + 1|+ |e, l + 1⟩⟨e, l + 1|)
]

+
∑
l

Ωl(|e, l⟩⟨g, l + 1|+H.c.), (2)

and the quantum jump operators are

Ll,p=0 =
√
γ0|g, l + 1⟩⟨e, l|, Ll,p=1 =

√
γ1|g, l⟩⟨e, l|.

(3)
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FIG. 2. Liouvillian spectrum and density-matrix dynamics. (a) The red square dots and blue dots denote the eigenvalues of
Liouvillian superoperator L in OBC and PBC, respectively. (b) and (c) are the eigenmodes of zero eigenvalue for Liouvillian
superoperator L under OBC and PBC, respectively. (d) The Liouvillian gap as a function of the size system, for different
boundary conditions. (e) and (f) are the time evolution of distribution for eigenmodes under OBC and PBC respectively,
with the initial state |g, 15⟩ = 1. The green solid line indicates the time evolution of the average value for the energy state’s
index, i.e., ⟨n⟩ =

∑
n nρnn. The dimension of the Hilbert space of the system is N = 60 except for (d). Other parameters:

Ω = 0.25,γ1=1.

We denote the Hilbert-space dimension of the system as
N , with nmax = 2lmax = N . Then the right and left
eigenmodes of the Liouvillian superoperator L, defined
in an N2-dimensional extended Hilbert space, are given
by

L(ρRµ ) = λµρ
R
µ , L†(ρLµ) = λ∗µρ

L
µ , (4)

with µ = 1, 2, 3, ..., N2. The right and left eigenmodes are

normalized as
√
⟨ρRµ |ρRµ ⟩ =

√
⟨ρLµ |ρLµ⟩ = 1, and are or-

thogonal to each other (
√
⟨ρLµ |ρRν ⟩ = 0) when their eigen-

values are different (λµ ̸= λν). In particular, the eigen-
modes of L with vanishing eigenvalues are the steady
states of the system, with L(ρss) = 0.
It follows that the density matrix of the initial state

can be expanded as

ρini =

N2∑
µ=1

cµρ
R
µ , (5)

where cµ = ⟨ρLµ |ρini⟩/⟨ρLµ |ρRµ ⟩ according to the complete-

ness condition
∑

µ |ρRµ ⟩⟨ρLµ |/⟨ρLµ |ρRµ ⟩ = 1. Thus, the time
evolution of the density matrix can be written as

ρ(t) =

N2∑
µ=1

cµe
λµtρRµ . (6)

Note that the real parts of the eigenvalues of the ex-
cited eigenmodes (those that are not steady states) must

be negative to ensure that their contributions in Eq. 6
would be exponentially small after a long enough time
evolution, as the system approaches the steady states.
Here we set ρss = ρRµ=1, and assume that all eigenvalues
are indexed in descending order according to their real
parts: 0 = λ1 > Re[λ2] ≥ Re[λ3]... ≥ Re[λN2 ]. Equation
6 can then be rewritten as

ρ(t) = ρss +

N2∑
µ=2

cµe
λµtρRµ . (7)

Importantly, the Liouvillian gap is defined as ∆ =
|Re[λ2]|, which describes the asymptotic decay rate of
the system toward the steady states at long times [64].
We first consider the simple case with ωl = 0, Ωl = Ω,

and γ0 = 0. It follows that Hamiltonian (2) is simpli-
fied to H =

∑
l Ω(|e, l⟩⟨g, l+1|+H.c.), and only a single

quantum jump process exists for each pair of ground and
excited states, given by Ll,1. In Hamiltonian (2), states
with the smallest and largest n indices are not coupled.
This corresponds to an OBC in the state space. By con-
trast, one may consider an artificial PBC, where all states
are cyclically coupled. Such a PBC is achieved by adding
the term (Ω|e, lmax⟩⟨g, 1| + H.c.) to Eq. (2), where lmax

is the maximum l. Although the PBC is unphysical, it
offers insights to the setup as we detail below. Alterna-
tively, one may consider the state label n as lattice sites
along a synthetic dimension. Different boundary condi-
tions in the synthetic dimension then directly correspond
to boundary conditions in the state space. With these
understandings, we now study the Liouvillian spectrum
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and dynamic evolution of the master equation, under dif-
ferent boundary conditions.

As depicted in Fig. 2(a), the eigenvalues of the Li-
ouvillian superoperator L under the PBC form a closed
loop on the complex plane, enclosing those under the
OBC. This is reminiscent of the spectral topology of non-
Hermitian Hamiltonians with the skin effect, and is an
outstanding signature for the Liouvillian skin effect. In
either case, the drastic difference in the eigenspectrum
under different boundary conditions originates from the
instability of non-Hermitian matrices to boundary per-
turbations. Fig. 2(b) shows the density-matrix elements
ρnm of the steady state under the OBC. Here the density-
matrix element is defined as ρnm = ⟨n|ρRµ=1|m⟩. The
steady state is indeed localized in |g, l = 1⟩, correspond-
ing to an open boundary. The corresponding steady state
under the PBC is shown in Fig. 2(c), where uniform dis-
tributions in l are observed for both the ground and ex-
cited states. A closer look reveals that, in the steady
state under the PBC, the majority of the population is
in the ground state.

Another drastic distinction between the Liouvillian
spectrum under OBC and PBC is the Liouvillian gap.
As shown in Fig. 2(d), the Liouvillian gap ∆ tends to
zero as the size of the system increases under the PBC.
By contrast, the gap is independent of the system size
under the OBC. A finite Liouvillian gap implies that the
density matrix in Eq. (7) converges exponentially fast to
the steady state at long times. Whereas a vanishing Li-
ouvillian gap implies an algebraic convergence, such that
the relaxation time diverges for ∆ → 0 [65].

Taking the size of the system as N = 60 in Fig. 2(e)
and (f), we evolve the system according to Eq. (1), while
setting the initial state to |g, 15⟩ = |n = 29⟩. Under the
OBC, the occupation rapidly flows toward the boundary
and eventually evolves to the steady state as shown in
Fig. 2(b). This is the dynamic signature of the Liouvil-
lian skin effect. In the context of optical pumping, such
a directional flow is the underlying mechanism for state
preparation and cooling. For instance, in trapped ions,
the index l corresponds to the phonon modes. The co-
herent optical drives are implemented by side-band cou-
plings, and the directional flow toward l = 0 corresponds
to cooling of the external ion motion. The timescale or ef-
ficiency of the cooling process is then determined by the
Liouvillian gap under the OBC. Under the PBC, since
the Liouvillian gap is much smaller, the time it takes to
relax to the steady state is much longer, and diverges in
the thermodynamic limit.

More generally, we have ωl ̸= 0, and state-dependent
Ωl (but still with γ0 = 0). The Liouvillian spectrum un-
der the PBC no longer encloses the one under OBC, but
they remain different, as shown in Fig. 3. The Liouvil-
lian skin effect persists, and the steady state under the
OBC remains the same as that in Fig. 2(b). The long-
time evolution of the system generates a directional flow,
similar to the results shown in Fig. 2(e), and the relax-
ation time depends on the Liouvillian gap. In the next
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FIG. 3. The Liouvillian spectrum under the OBC (red
square) and PBC (blue dots), respectively. (a) We take

Ωl =
√
lΩ1, ω = 0. (b) We take Ωl =

√
lΩ1, ω = 0.2. Other

parameters are Ω1 = 0.25, γ1 = 1, γ0 = 0.

section, we will illustrate the structure of the Liouvillian
spectrum and the origin of the Liouvillian skin effect for
the general case through analytic methods.

III. ANALYTIC STUDY OF THE LIOUVILLIAN

In this section, we analytically solve the spectrum of
the Liouvillian superoperator to elucidate the origin of
the Liouvillian skin effect described in the previous sec-
tion.
First, we rearrange the Lindblad equation (1) into

dρ

dt
= −i[Heff, ρ] +

∑
l,p

2Ll,pρL
†
l,p, (8)

where the effective non-Hermitian Hamilton is

Heff = H − i
∑
l,p

L†
l,pLl,p. (9)

We observe that the effective non-Hermitian Hamilto-
nian for the setup in Fig. 1 is block-diagonal. This is
because both the coherent Hamiltonian H and the terms
−i

∑
l,p L

†
l,pLl,p are block-diagonal with respect to the

subsystems shown in Fig. 1(a). We hence denote

Heff = H1 ⊕H2 ⊕ · · · ⊕Hm, (10)

where m represents the number of subsystems and each
Hi represents an individual subsystem with the Hilbert-
space dimension ni, with

∑m
j=1 nj = N .

For our model in Fig. 1(b), we find that the effective
Hamilton is composed of two single-level systems with

on-site energies 0 and
∑N/2−1

l=1 ωl − iγ1, and a series of
(N/2 − 1) two-level subsystems each described by the
Hamiltonian

Hj =(

j∑
l=1

ωl)|g, j + 1⟩⟨g, j + 1|

+(

j−1∑
l=1

ωl − iγ1)|e, j⟩⟨e, j|

+Ωj(|e, j⟩⟨g, j + 1|+ |g, j + 1⟩⟨e, j|),

(11)
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FIG. 4. The matrix structure of the Liouvillian superoperator. (a) shows the block-diagonlized structure of the Liouvillian
operator; (b) shows the block upper-triangular structure of L0 with OBC; (c) shows the block-circulant structure of L0 with
PBC. Here blocks with different colors represent different matrix elements, and the orange blocks indicate the matrix elements
from the recycling terms
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The Liouvillian gap as a function of energy interval ω and Rabi frequency Ω with N = 50. We perform numerical calculations
with OBC, the decay rates are γ0 = 0 and γ1 = 1.

where j=1, 2, · · · , N/2.
Under the PBC, we observe that all N/2 subsystems

in the effective Hamilton are two-level systems, given by
the Hamiltonian in Eq. (11), but with

HN/2 =(

N/2−1∑
l=1

ωl − iγ1)|e,N/2⟩⟨e,N/2|

+ΩN/2(|e,N/2⟩⟨g, 1|+ |g, 1⟩⟨e,N/2|).

(12)

Additionally, we observe that the contribution from the

recycling terms
∑

l,p 2Ll,pρL
†
l,p exists either between two

adjacent subsystems, or within an individual subsystem
(defined as L0 below). Hence the overall Liouvillian su-
peroperator is also block-diagonal in its matrix form, as
illustrated in Fig 4(a). The large block with intra-block
recycling-term contribution is given by the Liouvillian

L0 = −i
m∑
j=1

(Hj ⊗Inj −Inj ⊗Hj)+
∑
l,p

2Ll,pρL
†
l,p, (13)

with the dimension
∑m

j=1 n
2
j . Other blocks are given by

Llj = −i(Hj ⊗ Inl
− Inj ⊗Hl), (14)

with dimensions nlnj , where l, j = 1, 2, · · · , N/2− 1 and
l ̸= j. Here In is the identity matrix with dimension n.

Due to the block-diagonal structure of the Liouvillian,
its eigenspectrum is analytically solvable by diagonalizing
L0 and Llj , respectively. Specifically, in our model, since
the dimensions of Hj are less than or equal to 2, the
dimension of any given Llj is less than or equal to 4.
And L0 is a special matrix that is easy to diagonalize.

We first study the case with OBC. In this case, we
observe that the dissipation between two adjacent sub-
systems is directional, which makes L0 a block upper-
triangular matrix, as illustrated in Fig 4(b). The eigen-
spectrum of L0 is then the union of the spectra of the di-
agonal blocks. In the presence of translational symmetry
with ωl = 0 and Ωl = Ω, diagonal blocks of L0 are invari-
ant with increasing system size. Consequently, the Liou-
villian gap remains constant as the system size changes,
consistent with discussions in the previous section. Fur-
thermore, due to the block upper-triangular structure of
L0, some eigenvectors from L0 are localized within the
subsystems near the boundaries of the entire state space.
As we detail in the Appendix, such a localization persists
even as the translational symmetry is broken (for general
values of ωl and/or Ωl).

Under the PBC, when ωl = 0 and Ωl = Ω, due to
the translational symmetry, L0 forms a block-circulant
matrix, illustrated in Fig 4(c). We can thus visualize
it as a four-band non-Hermitian one-dimensional lattice
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model with PBC. The eigenspectrum is analytically solv-
able, and we find that the Liouvillian gap approaches zero
when the system size tends to infinity. (More details are
shown in the Appendix).

Therefore, the Liouvillian skin effect observed in the
previous section mathematically originates from the dif-
ference in L0 under different boundary conditions. Physi-
cally, the Liouvillian skin effect in our system arises from
the divisibility of the effective Hamilton and the non-
reciprocal recycling terms. This phenomenon is analo-
gous to the non-Hermitian skin effect observed in non-
Hermitian lattice models. Finally, we remark that our
discussions here can be generalized to generic optical
pumping setups illustrated in Fig. 1(a).

IV. DESIGNING EFFICIENT PUMPING
SCHEME

In this section, we show that the pumping scheme in
Fig. 1(b) can be optimized based on the understandings
above. Here we set ωl = ω and Ωl = Ω to simplify
discussions, but our results qualitatively hold for schemes
without the translational symmetry. The latter can be
important for side-band cooling in trapped ions in the
Lamb-Dicke regime, where the coupling strength between
different side bands scale as

√
n [22].

In our system, any initial state evolves towards a
steady state. To quantify the damping dynamics, we
calculate the particle-number deviation from that of the
steady state, defined as ñ(t) = Tr[ρ(t) − ρ(t → ∞)]. As
shown in Fig. 5(a), the damping of ñ(t) depends on the
initial state and the Liouvillian gap. With the same ini-
tial states, the damping dynamic accelerates when the
Liouvillian gap increases.

Next, we explore the relationship between the system
parameters and the Liouvillian gap. As discussed earlier,
when γ0 = 0, the spectrum of our system is independent
of the system size, as illustrated in Fig. 5(b). Generally,
in the experiments, the energy offset ω is smaller than the
Rabi frequency Ω. Specifically, when ω = 0, the Liouvil-
lian gap increases with Ω/γ1 when Ω/γ1 < 1/4, reaching
a maximum of γ1/4 when Ω/γ1 > 1/4, as illustrated in
Fig. 5(c). Subsequently, if ω ̸= 0, the Liouvillian gap
consistently decreases with increasing ω. As a result, the
maximum possible Liouvillian gap is γ1/4 when γ0 = 0,
which is consistent with previous studies [21]. In the fol-
lowing, we aim to further increase the Liouvillian gap by
introducing new decay channels.

We first introduce an additional decay term given by
the jump operator

Ll,p=2 =
√
γ2|g, l⟩⟨e, l + 1|, (15)

which enhances the dissipation in the direction of the
steady state. While such a term does not change the
discussion on the Liouvillian superoperator under OBC,
it contributes to an increased decay rate within the
subsystem, effectively transforming γ1 to γ1 + γ2 in
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FIG. 6. Liouvillian gap for γ0 ̸= 0. (a) and (b) show the Li-
ouvillian gap with increasing γ0 for different Ω, for ω = 0 and
0.3, respectively. (c) The change rate of the Liouvillian gap at
γ0 (d∆/dγ0|γ0=0). (d) and (e) show the maximum Liouvillian
gap and the optimal decay rate γ0,max for the maximum Liou-
villian gap, under different ω and Ω. The magenta, red, green
and blue lines (include solid and dashed lines) in (d) and (e)
correspond to the parameters of ω = 0, ω = 0.3, ω = 1, and
ω = 2, respectively. In (d), dashed lines represent the Liou-
villian gap when γ0 = 0, solid lines represent the maximum
Liouvillian gap for γ0 ̸= 0. For all the plots, we set γ1 = 1.

Eq. (11).Consequently, the maximum Liouvillian gap be-
comes γ1/4 + γ2/4, and the pumping efficiency is en-
hanced. Likewise, we can introduce longer-distance de-
cay terms to similar effects.
Alternatively, we consider the decay term Ll,0, leading

to transitions within each subsystem. As illustrated in
Fig. 1(b), the direction of the dissipation is opposite to
that of the directional flow toward the steady state. From
numerical calculations, we identify two distinct behaviors
of the Liouvillian gap when varying γ0. First, the Liou-
villian gap monotonically decreases to 0 with increasing
γ0, shown as dashed lines in Fig. 6(a)(b). Second, the
Liouvillian gap increases to a maximum value before de-
creasing to 0, shown as solid lines in Fig. 6(a)(b). Here we
use d∆/dγ0|γ0=0 to differentiate the parameter regimes

for these different behaviors, as shown in Fig. 6(c). When
d∆/dγ0|γ0=0 < 0, the Liouvillian gap monotonically de-
creases with increasing γ0; otherwise, the Liouvillian gap
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increases to a maximum value before decreasing to 0,
resulting in a larger Liouvillian gap for appropriate val-
ues of γ0 compared to the case where γ0 = 0. We then
numerically calculate the maximum Liouvillian gap for
different ω and Ω, as shown in Fig. 6(d)(e). In general,
the maximum Liouvillian gap increases with larger Ω and
smaller ω. The optimal decay rate γ0,max for achieving
the maximum Liouvillian gap shows intricate behavior
in conjunction with other parameters. Introducing the
decay term Ll,0 yields a potential maximum Liouvillian
gap of γ1/2, achievable under the parameters Ω → ∞,
ω = 0, and γ1 = γ0.

V. SUMMARY

To summarize, we show that typical optical pumping
processes can be understood from the perspective of the
Liouvillian skin effect. We confirm this understanding
through the Liouvillian eigenspectrum and open-system
dynamics for a concrete optical pumping setup involving
coherent optical drives and directional dissipation. We
further illustrate that such an understanding provides
means to optimize the pumping efficiency. Our results
are helpful for state preparation and cooling in quantum
simulation and computation where optical pumping is
inevitable.
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Appendix A: The block upper-triangular matrix

Here we discuss the eigen problem of a block upper-
triangular matrix M with

M =


A1,1 A1,2 A1,3 · · · A1,m

0 A2,2 A2,3 · · · A2,m

0 0 A3,3 · · ·
...

...
...

...
. . .

...
0 0 0 · · · Am,m

 , (A1)

where Ai,j are matrices with dimensions ni × nj , respec-
tively.

We observe that the eigenvalues of the block upper-
triangular matrix M is the union of the spectra of the
diagonal blocks Ai,i. In the following, we prove it by
induction.

First, the conclusion obviously holds for m = 1. Then,
assuming the statement is valid for m = l, we will show

below that it also holds for m = l + 1. To simplify dis-
cussions, we set

Ml =


A1,1 A1,2 A1,3 · · · A1,l

0 A2,2 A2,3 · · · A2,l

0 0 A3,3 · · ·
...

...
...

...
. . .

...
0 0 0 · · · Al,l

 , (A2)

Cl =


A1,l+1

A2,l+1

...
Al,l+1

 . (A3)

For m = l + 1, we have

Ml+1 =

(
Ml Cl

0 Al+1,l+1

)
. (A4)

Any eigenvalue of Ml is thus also an eigenvalue of
Ml+1. Specifically, for any given eigenvalue α and the
corresponding eigenvector |ψ⟩ of Ml, we have(

Ml Cl

0 Al+1,l+1

)(
|ψ⟩
0

)
=

(
Ml |ψ⟩

0

)
= α

(
|ψ⟩
0

)
. (A5)

We then show that any eigenvalue of Al+1,l+1 is also
an eigenvalue of Ml+1. For that purpose, we focus on a
given eigenvalue al+1 and the corresponding eigenstate∣∣ψl+1

〉
of Al+1,l+1. If al+1 is also an eigenvalue of Ml,

with the corresponding eigenstate |ϕ0⟩, we have(
Ml Cl

0 Al+1,l+1

)(
|ϕ0⟩
0

)
=

(
Ml |ϕ0⟩

0

)
= al+1

(
|ϕ0⟩
0

). (A6)

Otherwise, we have(
Ml Cl

0 Al+1,l+1

)(
|ϕ⟩∣∣ψl+1

〉) =

(
Ml |ϕ⟩+ Cl

∣∣ψl+1
〉

Al+1,l+1

∣∣ψl+1
〉 )

=

(
Ml |ϕ⟩+ Cl

∣∣ψl+1
〉

al+1
∣∣ψl+1

〉 ),
(A7)

where |ϕ⟩ is an unknown state. We set

Ml |ϕ⟩ − al+1 |ϕ⟩ = (Ml − al+1I) |ϕ⟩ = Cl

∣∣ψl+1
〉
, (A8)

where I is an identity matrix. Since al+1 is not an eigen-
value of Ml, (Ml − al+1I) is reversible, and Eq. A8 must
have nontrivial solutions. In other words, we can always
find |ϕ⟩ such that Eq. A7 is satisfied, yielding the right
eigenstate of Ml+1.

In summary, the eigenvalue of Ml and Al+1,l+1 are the
eigenvalues of Ml+1. In other words, our statement is
also valid for m = l + 1. We have therefore proved our
statement by induction, that the eigenvalues of the block
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upper-triangular matrix M is the union of the spectra of
the diagonal blocks Ai,i.

Furthermore, we notice that the right eigenstates of the
block upper-triangular matrix are usually localized in the
Hilbert space. Here we provide a simple explanation. We
set

Mk =


A1,1 A1,2 A1,3 · · · A1,k

0 A2,2 A2,3 · · · A2,k

0 0 A3,3 · · ·
...

...
...

...
. . .

...
0 0 0 · · · Ak,k

 ,

Dk =


A1,l+1 · · · A1,l+1

A2,l+1 · · · A1,l+1

...
Al,l+1 · · · A1,l+1

 ,

M ′
k =


Ak+1,k+1 Ak+1,k+2 Ak+1,k+3 · · · Ak+1,m

0 Ak+2,k+2 Ak+2,k+3 · · · Ak+2,m

0 0 Ak+3,k+3 · · ·
...

...
...

...
. . .

...
0 0 0 · · · Am,m



.

(A9)

the entire matrix follows

Ml =

(
Mk Dk

0 M ′
k

)
. (A10)

Following the previous discussion, for any k, the eigen-
values ofMk are also the eigenvalues ofMl and the corre-
sponding right eigenstate is equal to 0 in the space ofM ′

k.
Therefore, these right eigenstates are localized within the
space of Mk.

Appendix B: Liouvillian gap

Here we provide analytic expressions for the Liouvillian
gap in the main text.

Under the OBC, when γ0 = 0, ωl = 0 and Ωl = Ω, the
Liouvillian gap follows

∆OBC =

{
1
4 (γ1 −

√
γ21 − 16Ω2), for Ω

γ1
< 1

4 ,
1
4γ1, for Ω

γ1
≥ 1

4 .
(B1)

If we consider ωl = ω, the Liouvillian gap becomes

∆ =
1

4
(γ1 − Im

[√
γ21 − 4ω2 − 4iωγ1 − 16Ω2

]
). (B2)

Under the PBC, when ωl = 0, Ωl = Ω and γ0 = 0, we
regard L0 as a four-band, one-dimensional lattice. Due
to the lattice translational symmetry, its Hamilton can
be written in the k space as

H4 =


−γ1 iΩ −iΩ γ1e

ik

iΩ − 1
2γ1 0 −iΩ

−iΩ 0 − 1
2γ1 iΩ

0 −iΩ iΩ 0

 . (B3)

Here k = mπ/N(m = 1, 2, · · · , N/2) is the lattice mo-
mentum. The Liouvillian gap can be calculated from the
spectrum of Eq. B3.

We then calculate the Liouvillian gap after introducing
the decay term Ll,1, under the OBC and with ωl = ω and
Ωl = Ω.

In order to derive the Liouvillian gap, we need to cal-
culate the spectrum of each diagonal block in L0, as well
as the blocks Llj . When ω ̸= 0, the expression of the Li-
ouvillian gap is extremely complicated. However, we no-
tice that the Liouvillian gap consistently decreases with
increasing energy interval ω. Thus, we calculate the Li-
ouvillian gap for ω = 0 for an upper bound, which is
given by

∆ =



1
4 (γ0 + γ1 −

√
(γ0 + γ1)2 − 16Ω2), for 4Ω < γ0 + γ1, 527γ

2
0 + 575γ21 + 1166γ0γ1 > 9216Ω2,

1
4 (γ0 + γ1), for 4Ω ≥ γ0 + γ1, 64Ω

2(γ1 − γ0) > 3(γ1 + γ0)
3,

γ0+γ1

2 −
3

√
72γ0Ω2+ 1

3

√
46656γ2

0Ω
4+(−3γ2

0−3γ2
1−6γ0γ2+48Ω2)3

2 32/3

− γ2
0+γ2

1+2γ0γ1−16Ω2

2 3√3 3

√
72γ0Ω2+ 1

3

√
46656γ2

0Ω
4+(−3γ2

0−3γ2
1−6γ0γ1+48Ω2)3

, otherwise.

(B4)
According to Eq. B4, for certain Ω and γ1 , we have

γ1,max =


0, for 4Ω < γ1,

4Ω− γ1, for 4Ω ≥ γ1 ≥ 7
2Ω,

− 4
3

3

√√
81γ21Ω

4 + 64Ω6 − 9γ1Ω2 + 16Ω2

3 3
√√

81γ2
1Ω

4+64Ω6−9γ1Ω2
− γ1, for γ1 <

7
2Ω.

(B5)
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The maximum Liouvillian gap is therefore

∆max(γ1,Ω) =


1
4 (γ1 −

√
γ21 − 16Ω2), for 4Ω < γ1,

Ω, for 4Ω ≥ γ1 ≥ 7
2Ω,

− 1
3

3

√√
81γ21Ω

4 + 64Ω6 − 9γ1Ω2 + 4Ω2

3 3
√√

81γ2
1Ω

4+64Ω6−9γ1Ω2
, for γ1 <

7
2Ω.

(B6)

When Ω → ∞, the maximum possible Liouvillian gap is γ1/2.
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